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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This application has been examined. Claims 1-9 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following 
informalities : 

The inventive entity recite, "the content" Claim 1, Claim 
Line 3, which lack antecedent basis. No "content" has been 
previously defined in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Narayanaswami (U.S. Patent Number 

6,657,654) hereinafter referred to as Narayanaswami . 

i 

As per claim 1, Narayanaswami disclosed a base/cradle also 
known as a dock for a handheld device (PDA) where the cradle had. 
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a means for connection with a computer and the communication 
network for transmitting and receiving images. See ABSTRACT, 
Column 2 Lines 23-65. Narayanaswami taught a cradle comprising a 
casing having with a control circuit allowing the communication 
and exchange of information objects between the PDA and the 
cradle having therein the control circuit. See Figures 1 and 2 
disclosed below: 



PDA/ handheld device 




Narayanaswami disclosed a cradle having a "receiving 
groove" for receiving handheld computing devices of different 
sizes (Claim 2) . See Figure 2, Column 3, Lines 10-20 and Column 
2, Lines 49-51) . Narayanaswami taught the cradle comprising a 
memory for storing images and other information objects thereon. 
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See Figure 4 and Column 5, Lines 22-62. As per claim 3, w wherein 
said transmission unit can be an Ethernet interface, a modem 
interface, a USB interface, an RS-232 interface, an IrDA 
transmission interface, or an RF transmission interface" . These 
communications interfaces are commonly known and widely 
implemented in the computer- networking environment. To mention a 
few, Narayanaswami disclosed digital interface interfacing the 
PDA and the communication network or a PC with the cradle using a 
fast USB (Universal Serial Bus) or the use of the IEEE-1394 also 
known as a "Firewire", wireless communication techniques using a 
radio frequency signals and using infrared light. See Figures 2-4 
and Column 4, Lines 33-53. 

Narayanaswami substantially disclosed the invention as 
claimed. However, Narayanaswami was silent about the cradle/base 
having e-mail function and a discrimination unit for 
discriminating and classifying e-mail messages. 

An artisan working with invention of Narayanaswami dealing 
with the use of a cradle having a control circuit and a. memory in 
expanding the limited memory and other functionality of devices 
such as a PDA to function as a camera to scan digital pictures to 
perform video conferencing among other functionalities by making 
use of a cradle would have been optimistic that expanding 
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functionality of the PDA by making use of a cradle/base would 
motivate the artisan that such an invention would also benefit in 
making use of e-mail function eliminating the problem of limited 
memory resource of the PDA. Narayanaswami addressed the common 
problem regarding the use of devices such as PDA as follows: 

As devices, such as handheld PC's, are commercially 
introduced capabilities are increased for individuals on the 
road or otherwise working away from a conventional office. 
One of the drawbacks of current versions of handheld PC's is 
that the handheld PC's have limited memory, usually 1-2 MB, 
and the connection speed, while adequate for calendar and 
memo synchronization, falls short for several applications. 
Another drawback is that often users would like to have the 
capabilities generally provided by a modem, a digital 
scanner, a digital camera, videophone, etc., with their PDA, 
thus increasing the bulk they need to carry. To provide 
these capabilities, the individual devices must be purchased 
and be capable of interfacing with each other. The overall 
cost also increases because the user pays for duplication, 
e.g., two devices with displays. See Column 2, Lines 1-15. 

Narayanaswami disclosed a cradle/base having video 
functionality in overcoming the problem addressed above. As it is 
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known in the art, video is one of many conferencing formats 
including e-mail. Having said that an artisan working with the 
invention of Na ray ana s wami would have been motivated to include 
the function of e-mail and have modified the teachings of 
Narayanaswami related to cradle/base of a handheld device having 
video and scan functionality. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified Narayanaswami to include e-mail function 
because e-mail requires less transmission rate (bandwidth) 
reducing the cost of communication resource. 

5. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Narayanaswami (U.S. Patent Number 6,657,654) 
in view of Watanabe et al . (U.S. Patent Number 6,763,458) 
hereinafter referred to a Watanabe . 

With respect to the rejection applied above, Narayanaswami 
substantially disclosed the invention as claimed. However, 
Narayanaswami was silent about the details of storing the e-mail 
content by creating a mail index for storing index record and 
appended file format area for storing the appended files. 

As evidenced by the teachings of Watanabe , mail index 
storing index record and to create or append by creating a mail 
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appended format and storing appended files was known in the art 
at the time the invention was made. See Figure 13 Step 626 & 628, 
Column 29, Line 56 through Column 30, Lines 9. It is a common 
knowledge that mail data stored in a memory to be in text or HTML 
format and to contain sender's data, receiver's data, theme and 
the mail content (claim 6 and 7) . Further, Watanabe taught mail 
index file for storing index record in the email and mail's 
appended file format area for storing appended files. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to take the teachings of Watanabe related to mail 
index storing index record and creating an append format and 
storing appended files and have modified the already modified 
teachings of Narayanaswami related to cradle/base of a handheld 
device having e-mail function in order to facilitate the 
usability of handheld device's e-mail access capability and to 
download the mail contents to the computing device in a manner 
where a record in a mail index storage corresponds to an appended 
mail content in the mail content storage. See Column 5, Lines 29- 
49. 

6. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Narayanaswami (U.S. Patent Number 6,657,654) as 
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applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Horvitz et al . 
(U.S. Patent Number 6,161,130) hereinafter referred to as 
Horvitz . 

Narayanaswami substantially disclosed the invention as 
claimed. However, Nar ayana s wami did not teach a discrimination 
unit for discriminating and classifying e-mail messages having 
therein a mail buffer for temporarily storing mail messages. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to look for teachings that may have allowed filtering or 
discriminating e-mail messages in order properly classify 
messages according to their importance. In these arts, Horvitz 
disclosed receiving e-mail messages at a mail buffer and using 
the discrimination unit for classifying incoming e-mail messages 
and storing the messages accordingly. See ABSTRACT, Figure 2, 
Column 4, Lines 40-53 and Column 14, Lines 6-42. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to take the teachings of Horvitz 
related to discriminating/filtering e-mail messages and have 
modified the already modified teaching of Narayanaswami in order 
to "accurately and automatically detect and classify spam in an 
incoming stream of e-mail messages and provide a prediction as to 
its confidence in its classification." See Column 4, Lines 22-24. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to Applicant's disclosure. 

a. Dickie (US 6798647 B2) entitled: " Portable computer 
with integrated PDA I/O docking cradle" 

b. Jaggers et al . (US 20020119800 Al) entitled: ''Docking 
station for wireless communication device" 

c. Rahn et al . (US 20020103008 Al) entitled: "Cordless 
communication between PDA and host computer using cradle" 

d. Pardo (US 6266539 Bl) entitled: "Telephone docking 
station for personal digital assistant" 

e. Wakui ( JP 2000244555 A ) entitled: "Electronic mail 
system forwards E-mail corresponding to selected index 
information, from mail storage server, to portable 
communication terminal" 

f . Paul (US 5999932 A) entitled: "System and method for 
filtering unsolicited electronic mail messages using data 
matching and heuristic processing" 
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g. ARAI et al . (JP 10283282 A) entitled: "Device and 
method for electronic mail transmission and reception and 
electronic mail generation method" 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communication from the examiner should be directed to Yemane 
Gerezgiher whose telephone number is (571) 272-3927. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday .from 9:00 AM 
to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful. The examiner's supervisor, William Cuchlinski, 
can be reached at (571) 272-3925. 
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